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Anxious to apply his new knowledge, 

Henri returned home once again to be-
come the Director of National Parks 
and Wildlife for Malawi. He also served 
as the Coordinator of Wildlife Activi-
ties of the ten countries of the South-
ern African Development Coordination. 

In 1989, Henri was nominated Chair-
man of the Standing Committee of the 
Convention on International Trade in 
Endangered Species, a post he held for 
a year before beginning work with 
WWF in 1990. Henri led WWF’s program 
in Africa for 10 years. During that time 
he focused in particular on the areas of 
building the capacity of people and in-
stitutions to manage natural re-
sources, community based natural re-
sources management, protected areas 
management and species conservation. 
He was co-author of ‘‘Voices from Afri-
ca: Local Perspectives on Conserva-
tion.’’ 

A strong African voice for conserva-
tion, Henri also knew how to reach 
Americans. About Henri, Kathryn 
Fuller, President of WWF, said, 
‘‘Throughout his 10 years with WWF, 
Henri was an inspirational ambassador 
for conservation with the American 
public and our partners in Africa. He 
was also at the forefront of efforts to 
include women in conservation and in-
crease their educational opportuni-
ties.’’ 

Beyond his professional accomplish-
ments, Henri is remembered as a gifted 
storyteller who touched the lives of ev-
eryone he encountered. In a profile five 
years ago, he was asked to describe his 
idea of perfect happiness. He answered, 
‘‘As a Christian, it’s believing in what 
good was given to you and to be able to 
do good things for others. This is my 
19th year of working in conservation. 
I’ve never done anything else and I 
never want to.’’ 

In Henri’s honor, the World Wildlife 
Fund will establish a fund to ensure 
that Africans are given the oppor-
tunity to care for and manage their 
natural resources, a fitting tribute for 
one who believed so strongly in the im-
portance of empowering Africa’s people 
to sustainably manage their natural 
heritage. 

Henri’s funeral in Malawi this week 
was attended by 3,000 people, including 
eight ministers of the Malawian gov-
ernment. He was clearly loved and re-
spected by many and has left a lasting 
legacy of sustainable management of 
wildlife and wildlands in Africa. For 
this we should all be enormously 
grateful.∑ 

f 

CARDINAL ROGER MAHONY 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I have 
spoken several times on the floor this 
year about the flaws that plague our 
nation’s administration of the death 
penalty. I am not alone in raising this 
issue. The American Bar Association, 
the Reverend Pat Robertson, the 
NAACP, the National Urban League, 
and many other organizations and indi-
viduals have added their voices to the 

chorus of voices supporting a morato-
rium on executions. A moratorium 
would allow time to review the system 
by which we impose the sentence of 
death. The National Conference of 
Catholic Bishops and United States 
Catholic Conference are among those 
groups who agree that it is time to 
pause. 

I rise today to share with my col-
leagues the statement of Cardinal 
Roger Mahony, the Archbishop of Los 
Angeles. At the National Press Club 
here in Washington in May, Cardinal 
Mahony spoke eloquently in support of 
a moratorium on executions. He said, 
‘‘the time is right for a genuine and 
reasoned national dialogue.’’ In a letter 
to me, he later said, ‘‘the obvious in-
equities that surround the death pen-
alty are truly shameful.’’ 

I encourage my colleagues to take a 
moment to read his statement. And let 
us begin the reasoned national dialogue 
here, in the United States Senate. Mr. 
President, I ask that the full text of 
Cardinal Mahony’s statement be print-
ed in the RECORD. 

The statement follows: 
[The National Press Club Washington, DC, 

May 25, 2000] 
A WITNESS TO LIFE: THE CATHOLIC CHURCH 

AND THE DEATH PENALTY 
(Address by Cardinal Roger Mahony, 

Archbishop of Los Angeles) 
Good afternoon. As I begin my remarks, I 

would like to thank John Cushman and the 
Board of Governors of the National Press 
Club for the invitation to speak before you 
this afternoon. I would also like to acknowl-
edge the members of the United States 
Catholic Conference Committees on Domes-
tic and International Policy as well as staff 
from the United States Conference who are 
joining me for today’s program. Finally, I 
would like to extend a special welcome to 
Frank and Ellen McNeirney, the co-founders 
and co-directors of Catholics Against Capital 
Punishment. 

I come to this prestigious forum as a pas-
tor who has witnessed firsthand the irrep-
arable pain and sorrow caused by violence in 
our communities and in our nation. I have 
presided at the funerals of police officers 
killed in the line of duty. I have sought to 
console and comfort families who have lost 
children to gang violence and drive-by-shoot-
ings. I have heard the concerns and fears of 
parents who live—day in and day out—sur-
rounded by the violence that haunts their 
neighborhoods. 

As a Catholic priest, I have seen the pain 
of those whose lives have been forever al-
tered by the loss of a loved one to senseless 
murder. Their own struggles have tested not 
only their faith but the faith of those who 
walk with them. As their own quest for heal-
ing has brought them closer to God, their 
witness has been a light of hope to those who 
accompany them. 

The cost of crime and violence is real. It is 
measured in the lives of parents, children, 
and families, not anonymous statistics. The 
hopes, dreams, and human potential that 
will never be realized are a loss to each one 
of us. 

I believe the Gospel teaches that people are 
responsible for their actions. I believe that 
the reality of sin demands that those who in-
jure others must make reparation. But I do 
not believe that society is make safer, that 
our communities are made whole, or that 
our social fabric is strengthened by killing 

those who kill others. Instead, the death 
penalty perpetuates an insidious cycle of vi-
olence that, in the end, diminishes all of us. 

For many Catholics, Pope John Paul II’s 
visit to the United States in January, 1999 
was a turning point on this issue. In calling 
the abolition of the death penalty an authen-
tically pro-life position, he challenged 
Catholics to protect not only innocent 
human life, as we do in opposing abortion 
and euthanasia, but also to defend the lives 
of those who may have done great evil by 
taking the life of another. To demonstrate 
this conviction in a dramatic and personal 
way, he appealed for the life of Darrell Mease 
whose execution was postponed in deference 
to the People’s visit. 

The words and actions of Pope John Paul II 
in St. Louis brought renewed attention to 
the debate on the death penalty. It provided 
renewed moral support to those who have 
worked tirelessly over the last several dec-
ades for an end to capital punishment, and 
placed the Catholic Church even more 
squarely on the side of those calling for its 
abolition. 

In articulating a consistent ethic of life, 
the late Cardinal Joseph Bernardin provided 
the framework for a ‘‘sustained moral vi-
sion.’’ It now appears that this consistent 
moral vision is beginning to take root and 
gain ground. A recent article in America 
magazine notes that pro-life Catholics are 
far more likely to reject capital punishment 
than Catholics who do not embrace the 
Church’s stand on abortion. Among these 
pro-lifers, fifty-two percent reject the death 
penalty while support among all Catholics— 
in 1998—remained at around 70 percent. 
While we still have work to do in our com-
munity, it is clear that this consistent ethic 
of life is resonating in the pro-life commu-
nity. 

I recognize that there are distinct dif-
ferences between abortion and the death pen-
alty. But like abortion, the death penalty re-
mains one of the more contentious and vola-
tile issues facing the nation. It is an issue 
steeped in deep emotion. It is a topic that 
evokes visceral responses from supporters 
and opponents alike. It is a debate that, un-
fortunately, often generates more heat than 
light, more passion than persuasion. 

Among the signs that the nation as a 
whole may be taking a new look at the death 
penalty is a recent ABC poll that indicates 
support for the death penalty is a recent 
ABC poll that indicates support for the death 
penalty has dropped to 64 percent from near-
ly 70 percent just a few years ago. And in a 
Time magazine online poll, 43 percent of re-
spondents expressed support for abolition of 
the death penalty. 

This gradual shift is remarkable given that 
virtually no elected leader in the last decade 
has made the case against the death penalty. 
It is worth noting that in the last two elec-
tions, presidential candidates from both par-
ties supported capital punishment. In some 
cases, candidates went to great lengths to 
advertise their supported capital punish-
ment. In some cases, candidates went to 
great lengths to advertise their support 
throughout their campaigns. Both President 
Clinton and Governor Bush halted their pres-
idential campaigns to reject appeals to delay 
executions in highly publicized cases. 

In California, 565 inmates await execution 
on death row. Unfortunately, support for the 
death penalty is one of the few things that 
unites politicians of both political parties. 

So the fact that, in the face of almost uni-
versal support among elected officials, the 
death penalty is slowly losing support among 
the public at-large is hope that the tide may 
be turning. 

Movies such as ‘‘Dead Man Walking’’ and 
the ‘‘The Green Mile,’’ and TV shows such as 
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‘‘The Practice’’ and ‘‘West Wing’’ have 
brought the moral complexity of the issue to 
a much broader audience. The courage of Il-
linois Governor George Ryan and the work of 
lawyers, journalists and students have fo-
cused attention on the fact that innocent 
people are on death row. 

In the midst of this debate, the most per-
suasive and challenging voices continued to 
be the victims. One of the most visible is 
Pope John Paul II. He has never fully recov-
ered from the gun wounds that nearly killed 
him. But his own attack became an example 
for us all when he reached out in forgiveness 
to his assailant and called for the abolition 
of the death penalty. Other victims and fam-
ilies are less known, but no less inspiring or 
heroic. 

There is Bud Welch, a Texaco dealer who 
lost his only daughter, Julie, in the bombing 
that destroyed the Oklahoma City Federal 
Building. He turned his own anger into a 
search for justice and reconciliation. He was 
denied an opportunity to testify at Timothy 
McVeigh’s trial because of his opposition to 
the death penalty—a position that Julie also 
shared. Undeterred, he has carried his mes-
sage to hundreds of groups arguing that cap-
ital punishment only deepens the emotional 
wounds opened by the initial act of violence. 
He has met with members of the Timothy 
McVeigh family knowing that they also suf-
fer terribly from their son’s crime. 

The witness of Pope John Paul II, Bud 
Welch and others strikes me as the modern 
day embodiment of Jesus Christ’s message of 
hope, forgiveness and reconciliation. It is an 
affirmation that the answer to violence can-
not be more violence. 

In the Catholic Church, teaching on the 
death penalty has developed over time. For 
centuries, the Church accepted the right of 
the state to take a life in order to protect so-
ciety. But over time and in the light of new 
realities, Catholic teaching now recognizes 
that there are non-violent means to protect 
society and to hold offenders accountable. 
Church teaching now clearly argues for the 
abolition of capital punishment. 

In the Catechism of the Catholic Church, 
the conditions under which a life can be 
taken—even to protect the lives of others— 
have been narrowed significantly. Specifi-
cally, the Catechism states: 

‘‘If bloodless means are sufficient to defend 
human lives against an aggressor and to pro-
tect public order and the safety of persons, 
public authority should limit itself to such 
means, because they better correspond to the 
concrete conditions of the common good and 
are more in conformity to the dignity of the 
human person.’’ 

How do these principles that uphold human 
life and dignity apply to the complex matter 
of capital punishment? In reflecting on 
Catholic teaching, we must conclude that 
‘‘even the most hardened criminal remains a 
human person, created in God’s image, and 
possessing a dignity, value, and worth which 
must be recognized, promoted, safeguarded 
and defended.’’ Simply put, we believe that 
every person is sacred, every life is pre-
cious—even the life of one who has violated 
the rights of others by taking a life. Human 
dignity is not qualified by what we do. It 
cannot be earned or forfeited. Human dignity 
is an irrevocable character of each and every 
person. 

In the last decade, the Holy Father has re-
minded us that the purpose of punishment 
should never be vengeance. Rather, it is a 
‘‘condition for the offender to regain the ex-
ercise of his or her freedom. In this way au-
thority also fulfills the purpose of defending 
public order and ensuring people’s safety, 
while at the same time offering the offender 
an incentive and help to change his or her 
behavior and be rehabilitated. 

The Pope states that ‘‘. . . the nature and 
extent of punishment must be carefully eval-
uated and decided upon, and ought not go to 
the extreme of executing the offender except 
in cases of absolute necessity; in other 
words, when it would not be possible other-
wise to defend society.’’ He goes on to say 
‘‘. . . as a result of steady improvements in 
the organization of the penal system, such 
cases are very rare, if not practically non-ex-
istent.’’ 

The reality is that the penal system in the 
United States, perhaps better than all other 
countries, has the ability to permanently 
isolate dangerous individuals. 

Now, even some death penalty supporters 
are becoming increasingly uncomfortable 
with the status quo. The arbitrary manner in 
which the death penalty is sometimes ap-
plied; the disproportionate number of racial 
and ethnic minorities and low-income per-
sons on death row; the fiscal burdens borne 
by penal institutions; and, most disturb-
ingly, the mounting evidence that innocent 
people have been convicted and sentenced to 
death—all these factors have sown consider-
able doubt in the minds of elected officials 
and the public at-large. 

In many states, underfunded and over-
worked defense attorneys struggle to keep 
up with large caseloads. It is simply unac-
ceptable that defendants charged with cap-
ital crimes should have to rely on counsel 
that is underfunded, inexperienced, or simply 
incompetent. 

A wide range of voices is calling for an end 
to the death penalty or a moratorium on 
executions. Governor Ryan of Illinois, a sup-
porter of the death penalty, suspended execu-
tions in his State until its capital punish-
ment apparatus could be thoroughly exam-
ined. He has stated that he will reinstate the 
death penalty only if the commission study-
ing the issue can provide a ‘‘100 percent guar-
antee’’ that the Illinois system is flawless. 

In New Hampshire, the legislature last 
week passed a measure to ban capital pun-
ishment only to have it vetoed by Governor 
Jeanne Shaheen. 

And in the Supreme Court, questions have 
been raised again about the circumstances 
under which death row inmates have been 
tried and sentenced. 

In Congress, Senator Patrick Leahy and 
Representatives Ray LaHood and Bill Dela-
hunt have introduced legislation that would, 
among other things: 

Ensure that defendants have access to ex-
culpatory DNA evidence when available; 

Require states to provide competent de-
fense counsel; and 

Limit the federal government’s authority 
to pursue the death penalty for federal 
crimes committed in states without capital 
punishment. 

Senator Russell Feingold has introduced a 
bill to abolish the death penalty at the fed-
eral level and Representative Jesse Jackson, 
Jr. has joined him in introducing bills that 
would institute a moratorium on the use of 
the death penalty. 

We support these and other bills that 
would end the death penalty or, at the very 
least, postpone or commute some sentences 
while exposing fundamental flaws in the cur-
rent administration of capital punishment. 

It is in this light that I have written 
today to Gray Davis, Governor of Cali-
fornia, calling on him to institute a 
moratorium on the death penalty while 
the California system can be thor-
oughly assessed and the inequities, 
weaknesses, and biases in the process 
can be revealed fully. 

All these initiatives, taken together, 
are signs of growing skepticism about 

the system under which the death pen-
alty is currently applied. While I sup-
port these efforts, the long-term goal is 
not simply to make the application of 
the death penalty free from bias, in-
equity, or human error. Instead, these 
efforts should be steps towards a public 
dialogue that ultimately brings a per-
manent end to state executions. As the 
campaign to ban partial birth abor-
tions has cast new light on the moral-
ity of abortion, these partial steps 
against the death penalty can create 
awareness of the fundamental moral 
problems with capital punishment. The 
time is right for a genuine and rea-
soned national dialogue. 

A recently formed independent commission 
to study issues of procedure, innocence, and 
other legal aspects of the system is signifi-
cant and my fellow bishop, Cardinal William 
Keeler of Baltimore, has agreed to serve on 
that commission. But we must expand the 
dialogue beyond the legal problems to ad-
dress the moral and human dimensions of 
the death penalty. This dialogue should be 
happening not only in commissions, but also 
in our communities, in our churches and 
homes, and in newspapers and other public 
forums. 

In the end, we are deceiving ourselves if we 
believe we can fix the current death penalty 
system to make it more humane and just. 
Social, political and economic factors make 
a complete overhaul of the system doubtful. 
Moral and ethical questions make such an 
endeavor impossible. 

CONCLUSION 
As we have pointed out in previous state-

ments, the death penalty is further indica-
tion of a culture of violence that haunts our 
nation. Sadly, we are the most violent na-
tion on earth not currently at war. It is re-
flected in our movies and music, our tele-
vision and video games, in our homes, 
schools, and on our streets. More ominously, 
our society is tempted to solve some of our 
more significant social problems with vio-
lence. Consider this: 

Abortion is promoted to deal with difficult 
or unwanted pregnancies. 

Euthanasia and assisted suicide are sug-
gested as a remedy for the burdens of age 
and illness. 

Capital punishment is marketed as the an-
swer to deal with violent crime. 

A nation that destroys its young, abandons 
its elderly, and relies on vengeance is in seri-
ous moral trouble. 

The Catholic Bishops of the United States 
join with Pope John Paul II in a recommit-
ment to end the death penalty. Our faith 
calls us to be ‘‘unconditionally pro-life.’’ We 
will work not only to proclaim our anti- 
death position, but to persuade others that 
increasing reliance on capital punishment 
diminishes society as a whole. 

In addition, we recommit to work with our 
community of faith to combat crime and vio-
lence, to turn our prisons from warehouses of 
human failure and seedbeds of violence, to 
places of rehabilitation and recovery. We 
will stand with victims of crime and seek 
real justice and accountability for them and 
their families. 

Simple solutions rarely address difficult 
problems. What is needed is a moral revolu-
tion that results in genuine respect for every 
human life—especially the unborn and the 
poor, the crime victims and even the violent 
offender. In the end, our society will be 
measured by how we treat ‘‘the least among 
us.’’ It challenges each person to defend 
human life in every circumstance and situa-
tion. It calls on our leaders and the media to 
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seek the common good and not appeal to our 
worst instincts. 

This is a time for a new ethic—justice 
without vengeance. Let us come together to 
hold people accountable for their actions, to 
resist and condemn violence, to stand with 
victims of crime and to insist that those who 
destroy community, answer to the commu-
nity. But let us also remember that we can-
not restore life by taking life, that venge-
ance cannot heal and that all of us must find 
new ways to defend human life and dignity 
in a far too violence society. 

This will be a long struggle. It begins by 
raising new doubts about the death penalty. 
It will require new and more serious efforts 
to address crime and reform prisons. But in 
the end, we cannot practice what we con-
demn. We cannot defend life by taking life. 
We cannot contain violence by using state 
violence. 

In this new century, we join with others in 
taking a prophetic stand to end the death 
penalty. In doing so, we hope to share a new 
vision of society that is unambiguous and 
consistent in its defense of life. It will de-
mand the courage and faith of many to see 
us through a long and challenging process of 
dialogue and conversion. It is a challenge, 
however, that is worth our best efforts. 

Thank you.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO MIKE AND JOANNE 
DUNCAN 

∑ Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
rise today to recognize Mike and Jo-
anne Duncan of Inez, Kentucky, for the 
successful internship program they 
continue to run for students in eastern 
Kentucky. 

Mike and his wife Joanne founded an 
innovative summer-internship program 
in 1977 with the hope of encouraging 
young people to continue to work and 
live in their home state after college. 
To date, more than 100 people have par-
ticipated in Mike and Joanne’s pro-
gram and have had the opportunity to 
intern at local businesses or partici-
pate in other leadership-building 
projects around the community. This 
program has given students a place to 
exchange ideas with each other and 
community professionals to help them 
prepare for their career. It is through 
experiences such as these that Mike 
and Joanne have helped to show in-
terns that they can make a difference 
in their corner of the world. The pro-
gram the Duncan’s have created gives 
students an opportunity to see first- 
hand what the real, working world is 
like in their hometown and often re-
sults in the students’ desire to return 
home after college to share their tal-
ents and skills with the community of 
their youth. 

Mike and Joanne’s work is known 
and appreciated throughout eastern 
Kentucky, and throughout the nation. 
In 1996, Mike was called the ‘‘Mentor to 
Eastern Kentucky,’’ by the Journal of 
the Appalachian Regional Commission. 
Also, the Los Angeles Times once de-
scribed the internship program as 
being ‘‘more akin to adoption.’’ The 
impact of the Duncan’s work reaches 
across county and state lines, and is 
surely an example for similar programs 
across the United States. 

Mike and Joanne display an unswerv-
ing commitment to the people of Ken-
tucky and possess the gratitude and re-
spect of many. Their dedication to 
helping young Kentuckians succeed 
through countless hours of counseling 
and tutoring over the last 23 years is 
indeed admirable. 

Congratulations, Mike and Joanne, 
on your tremendous success, and thank 
you for your many generous years of 
service to eastern Kentucky’s youth. 
On behalf of myself and my colleagues 
in the United States Senate, thank you 
for giving so much of yourself for so 
many others.∑ 

f 

A TRIBUTE TO HEIDI KIRK DUFFY 

∑ Mr. REED. Mr. President, I rise 
today to congratulate Heidi Kirk Duffy 
upon her receipt of the Order of Merit 
of the Federal Republic of Germany, 
First Class. 

Heidi was selected to receive the 
Order of Merit to recognize her ‘‘out-
standing contribution to the develop-
ment of academic and economic inter-
changes between universities and com-
panies of the United States and the 
Federal Republic of Germany.’’ The 
Order of Merit will be bestowed upon 
Heidi in particular recognition of her 
commitment to the cultivation of a 
strong relationship between the Uni-
versity of Rhode Island’s International 
Engineering Program and the Federal 
Republic of Germany. 

A native of the Dusseldorf area, Heidi 
is currently the Chair of the Advisory 
Board of the University of Rhode Is-
land’s International Engineering Pro-
gram. At the conclusion of this five- 
year program, graduates receive two 
degrees, one in English and the other 
in German. Recently, the University of 
Rhode Island has also added degrees in 
Spanish and French. This International 
Engineering Program is considered to 
be one of the most unique programs of 
its kind in American higher education. 

Under her direction, the University 
of Rhode Island’s Engineering Program 
provides both German and American 
students a global education. Due to 
Heidi’s dedication and hard work, the 
Program has been truly successful in 
strengthening a transatlantic relation-
ship between the United States and the 
Federal Republic of Germany. 

Heidi was notified earlier this year 
by the Consul General of the Federal 
Republic of Germany, Dr. P.C. 
Hauswedell, that she had been selected 
to receive the Order of Merit. The 
Verdienstkreuz 1. Klasse des 
Verdlenstordens der Bundesrepublik 
Deutschland, as it is known in German, 
is one of the highest honors give to ci-
vilians by the Federal Republic. She 
will receive the Order of Merit on Fri-
day, August 4th at ceremonies in her 
honor in the Rhode Island Capital. 

I congratulate Heidi for her accom-
plishments and wish her luck as she 
continues in her endeavors.∑ 

THE BEST 100 COMMUNITIES FOR 
MUSIC EDUCATION IN AMERICA 

∑ Mr. ABRAHAM. Mr. President, I rise 
today to recognize the Farmington 
Public School District of Farmington, 
Michigan, for its outstanding achieve-
ment in music education. It was 
ranked number one (along with 
Coppell, Texas) on the list of 100 best 
communities in America for school 
music programs. This is a very special 
honor which emphasizes the impor-
tance of arts education to the lives of 
our children. 

The rankings were the result of a 
first-ever nationwide survey of more 
than 5,800 public schools and inde-
pendent teachers, district administra-
tors, school board members, parents, 
and community leaders representing 
communities in all 50 states. The web- 
based survey assessed many aspects of 
music education, such as funding, par-
ticipation, student-teacher ratios, and 
quality of facilities. The results indi-
cate that superior programs exist both 
in areas that possess a wealth of mone-
tary and material resources, as well as 
in those that must rely on more inno-
vative means of funding and imple-
menting ambitious educational endeav-
ors. The key element of success, found 
in each of the top 100 communities, is 
the dedication and support of parents, 
teachers, school decision-makers, and 
community leaders. This landmark 
survey highlights the efforts of people 
who truly value quality music edu-
cation and strive to make it a reality 
for today’s youth. 

The partnership that sponsored the 
study was comprised of the country’s 
top organizations devoted to music and 
learning. National School Boards Asso-
ciation President, Clarice Chambers, 
commented on the significance of the 
results: ‘‘We already know that stu-
dents who participate in music pro-
grams tend to be high achievers. Now 
we can use the data generated by this 
survey to identify the common charac-
teristics of exemplary music programs. 
This information will be invaluable to 
school boards and communities as they 
go about the work of raising student 
achievement in their own school dis-
tricts.’’ Scientific research has re-
vealed the impact of music education 
on a child’s cognitive abilities, self-dis-
cipline, communication, and teamwork 
skills. The self-confidence gained 
through artistic accomplishment en-
courages kids to avoid drugs and alco-
hol and channel their energy into posi-
tive activities. Farmington’s musical 
education program will serve as a 
model for shaping young lives in school 
districts across the nation. 

I applaud the City of Farmington for 
the wonderful music education pro-
gram that it has established. It has 
truly earned its status as America’s 
best place for music education, and I 
am sure will be a leader in the cultiva-
tion of musical talent for many years. 
On behalf of the entire United States 
Senate, I congratulate the City of 
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